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1. The finality of the rejection of the last Office Action has 
been withdrawn based upon Applicant's remarks and amendment 
filed 05 November 2005 and upon reconsideration of the prior art 
as described below. The amendment filed on 05 November 2005 has 
been entered. 



2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3 . The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere 
Co. , 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for 
establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1. Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and 
the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent 
art . 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the 
application indicating obviousness or nonobviousness. 




Application/Control Number: 10/600,373 Page 3 

Art Unit: 1722 

4. Claims 1-6, 15, and 17-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 

103(a) as being unpatentable over Japanese Pub. No. 11-42644 
(previously of record; hereinafter "JP '644") in view of 
Pleasant et al . (U.S. Pat. No. 6,168,415; previously of record). 

Reference below will be made to the drawings of JP '644, as well 
as the computer translation and English abstract both previously 
made of record. 

JP '644 discloses a baffle plate for installation in a 
coolant passage of a mold. The baffle comprises a coolant- 
encountered fin (20) and base member (25) in mechanical 
engagement therewith (see Fig. 2) . The based member (25) has a 
round sidewall of diameter greater than the baffle plate and a 
knob (25b) which serve as a mold connection portion (see Fig. 

3) . As shown in Figs 1, 2, 5, 6, and 9 the fin can have a 
coolant contacting portion that is plate-like or helical. 

JP '644 specifically discloses the base member to be 
mechanically attached to the coolant -encountering fin through a 
mating connection with a male interconnecting member (24 and 
24a) integral with the fin and a female interconnecting member 
(25a) integral with the base member. JP '644 appears to show 
this connection to be tight in that the male and female portions 
are closely sized (see Fig. 2) . JP '644, however, does not 
explicitly disclose the strength of the engagement. 
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Pleasant et al . discloses a baffle device for use in a 
coolant passage of a molding device. The baffle include a 
coolant encountering fin portion (102) and a base member (104) . 
Pleasant notes that rigidity is important part of the device 
when in use in order to lock the baffle device a position within 
the mold (see cl. 6, 11. 19-21). As such, even though JP '644 
does not explicitly disclose a tolerance- fit tight mechanical 
engagement between the fin and base member, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art the time of 
Applicant's invention as such because such a design would have 
enable to the formation of a rigid baffle device that could be 
locked into position within the mold as suggested by Pleasant. 

5. Claims 7, 11, 21, and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 

103(a) as being unpatentable over JP '644 and Pleasant as 
applied to claims 1-6, 15, 17-20 above, and further in view of 
Kelly (U.S. Pat. No. 2,770,011; previously of record). 

JP '644 and Pleasant disclose and suggest the baffle plate 
as described above. JP '644 and Pleasant do not disclose a mold 
connecting portion and extension portion as recited in claims 7, 
11, and 22. Kelly, however, discloses an inj ection- type molding 
machine provided with a baffle device (48) , wherein the baffle 
includes a mold connecting portion with a threaded outer surface 
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and a extension portion which extends from the mold connection 
portion to the coolant fin (Fig. 2) . The configuration of the 
device allows the baffle to be situated within the injection 
mold (see Fig. 2) . Thus, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art of the art at the time of Applicant's 
invention to have modified the baffle plate of JP '644 and 
Pleasant as such to have included a threaded mold connecting 
portion and an extension portion because such a configuration is 
known in the art to allow for the baffle plate to be positioned 
within an injection mold as suggested by Kelly. 

6. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 and 15 have 
been considered but are moot in view of the new ground (s) of 
rejection. 

7. Claims 8-10 are objected to as being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in 
independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 

8. Claims 12-14 and 23-25 are allowed. 
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9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Donald 
Heckenberg whose telephone number is (571) 272-1131. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 
9:30 A.M. to 6:00 P.M. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Duane Smith, can be 
reached at (571) 272-1166. The official fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is (571) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 
(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see <<http://pair-direct.uspto.gov>>. Should you have questions 
on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at (866) 217-9197 (toll-free) . 
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